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earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 11-18, 25, 26, 29-37, 46, and 49 are rejected under 35 U S C 112. 1^* 
paragraph as each being claims which fail to have a corresponding supporting 
disclosure present within applicants' disclosure. For example, the "Static Angle Test" 
referred to on page 26 of the specification is nowhere described in the application and 
the document referred to by applicants which presumably contains such an enabling 
disclosure thereof is also not believed to be suitably described; it is believed that claims 
25, 26. 46 and 49 recite parameters taken from this test but unfortunately applicants' 
specification clearly appears to be non enabling on this particular issue. The remaining 
rejected claims are also believed to lack a suitable corresponding disclosure in the 
specification, which should be amended to include same. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1,4. 7-10, 29, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Howard. 
Note particularly the Abstract. Col 1, line 28- Col 2. line 15, Claim 1. The reference 
discloses a repositionable acrylate adhesive composition, coated articles and methods 
of making the adhesive wherein the adhesive may simply be a plurality of cationic 
microspheres immersed in a film forming binder, which is substantially all that at least 
the majority of these claims require. As to claims 9 and 37, the absence of adhesive 
residue is believed to be either inherent, or alternatively an obvious modification to one 
of ordinary skill. 

6. Claims 1-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Howard combined with Crandall et al. Howard is again relied upon substantially as set 
forth, above, while Crandall et al discloses (note particularly the Abstract, Col 1, lines 
10-19, Col 3, line 43 - Col 4, line 37,Col 6, line 59 - Col 9, line 54, Col 1 0, lines 26 - 36, 
Examples) what essentially appears to comprise applicants' broad genus of cationic 
adhesive microspheres that are suitable for forming the claimed genus of repositionable 
adhesive compositions, together with the accompanying methods of making and using, 
various adhesive compositions, coated articles and the like. The references are clearly 
combinable, each featuring repositionable adhesive compositions which feature cationic 
microspheres, with the microspheres of Crandall et al improving the adhesive 
compositions of Howard by incorporating their microspheres in place of the Howard 
microspheres, motivated by (Col 3, lines 44-47) an expectation of enhanced stability 
and performance properties, while maintaining inherent tackiness, elastomeric 
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properties and solvent or water dispersibility. Other parameters that are not either 
expressly or inherently disclosed are each believed to be routine optimizations to one of 
ordinary skill, in the absence of unexpected results. 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Note particularly Merrill, Jr. et al and US 2003/0175503 A1 to 
Lucast et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Zirker whose telephone number is 571-272-1486. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 8:30 to 6:00. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 1478. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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